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us, who either from want of time or of business capacity are
only too prone to accept a plausible thing without searching
inquiry into its real nature and future effects.

1 am not aware, however, that the fact of the National
Deposit Friendly Society being an excellent organisation for
the promotion of thrift amongst the laity demands our enthu-
siastic acclamation, especially if such increase of wealth is in
part the result of our increased necessity; nor do I see why
we. should give our ready aid to any association which how-
ever plausible its prospectus may be was certainly not estab-
lished for the pecuniary benefit of the medical profession.
One would almost imagine from the style of argument and

language adopted by the supporters of the National Deposit
Friendly Society, that the chief object of those responsible
for its inception was the outcome of an overwhelming desire
to increase the incomes of medical men and to reduce the
annual amount of their bad debts. When, however, I see
that by giving my aid to such a society I most certainly
redue'e my income, I begin, to question the reality of this
apparent solicitude on my behalf and to feel much more in-
clined to go on as I have been wont to do, even with the ac-
companiment of " bad debts."
Let a medical man who charges the orthodox and ethically

correct fee divest his mind of the first pleasing impression
made upon it by the very plausible but misleading scale of
fees issued by this Society. Let him, then, go carefully into
the question of what would be the effect upon his income of
the wholesale admittance into the Society of those of his
patients who are tradesmen, skilled artisans, shop assistants,
clerks, etc. Then if be be not able to prove that his income
would be considerably reduced thereby the assistance of
figures is less than I imagine it to be. It is the specious

Visit and medicine for two days, 2S. 6d.
which throws dust in the eyes of most men, and it is not till
they contrast the remuneration they usually obtain for at-
tendance upon, say, a case of pneumonia with that which
they would receive at the Society's rate, that the real value of
the scale is manifest. A man who is the habit of charging
small fees may not lose by giving his aid to the Society; but
a man who charges the minimum ethical fee most certainly
will. I do not suppose however that members of the Society
wish to have only the services of third-rate men.
Apart from the question of adequacy of remuneration,

t&iere is another aspect of this matter which requires con-
sideration, namely, the desirability or otherwise of permitting
the intervention between us and our patients of a third party.
In some cases this intervention is unavoidable; but it may
be laid down as a broad principle that the more we sanction
and acquiesce in such a condition of things the more we shall
suffer, especially if the third party happens to be the laity in
combination either in the form of medical aid institutes, in-
dustrial assurance companies, or national deposit friendly
societies, for the very rai8on d'etre of such bodies so far as we
are concerned is the acquisition of medical services at as low
a rate as possible.
We have suffered enough already from the action of lay

combination, and it is time we ourselves combined and offered
to it a firm resistance. The spirit of altruism of which one
correspondent speaks has its limits. I am perfectly aware of
the altruistic work done by the profession in the past; but
when I consider that the result of all our modesty and self-
abnegation has been ever increasing exploitation by combina-
tions of the laity, it appears to me that our altruism requires
neutralising by the infusion of a little of the selfishness of
commerce.
The sooner we realise the fact that as well as being scientists

we must also be men of business the better will it be for our
,temporal welfare. Had we been more commercial and less
altruistic in the past, so many of us would not be to-day
draining the cup of poverty and impotency.-I am. etc.,

J. RATCLIFF-GAYLARD, M.D.,
Hon. Secretary, Extension Committee, Medical Guild.

Manchester, June 4th.

THE EMBALMING OF THE DEAD.
SIR,-The writer on the embalming of the dead in the

BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNA of May 28th has evidently not
seen the paper by me on t.he Preservation of Bodies for Dis-
section, published in the Edinburgh Medical Journalof October,

I890. I have not seen the account of any of the various
methods he mentions, but should think that none of them
can be so simple, inexpensive, or so successful as that which
I there described, and at which I arrived after trying many
ways. Adaptation of the process to the case of domestic
embalming is given. A body prepared by the process described
may be kept, simply and inexpensively, in perfect preservation
for any length of time. The external application part of the
process, without internal injection, may alone be enough, if
it is desired to keep the body for only a few weeks or months,
as for sending a body home from distant parts, or for the
public " lying in state'" of the body of an important person.
The features may be. so perfectly preserved that in viewing
them one may almost realise Byron's magnificent description
of the appearances " ere the first day of death is fled."-I am,
etc.,
Edinburgh, June 4th. JOHN STRUTHERS.

THE DUM-DUM BULLET.
SIR,-I have j ust read Professor Ogston's remarks on the

Dum-dum bullet in the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of May
28th, in which he states that Professor von Bruns called it an
" inhumane projectile," but " expressly guarded himself from
condemning the Dum-dum bullet in wars with barbaric
races."
Surely this is "differential treatment" with a vengeance,

and I would ask whether, if the Dam-dum ballet be an " in-
humane " projectile, it ought to be used at all ? As I stated in
the article you published on the Evolution of the Dum-dum
Bullet, it can in no way be called an explosive bullet, the
object of baring the lead at the apex being to allow it to " set
up" on impact, in other words expand, and thus inflict a
greater shock. Had the Lee-Metford rifle been used with a
bare bullet, that is one composed of hardened lead without a
mantle, no possible objection could be taken to it. Yet it
would have inflicted far worse wounds, but because we
envelop the projectile in a mantle of nickel, only allowing
the point to be bare, we are held blameable.
War cannot be made with rosewater, and I submit. that if

it is allowable to use Dum-dum bullets on " black" men, by
a parity of argument it cannot be wrong to use them on
"white" ones. The only alternative would be to arm our
troops with a different weapon when engaged with savage
races, which would be a reductio ad absurdum.
Let me point out that if the Dum-dum bullet be used, it, as

a rule, will injure but one man, as when " set up," its power
of penetration rapidly ceases; if, on the other hand, a pro-
jectile entirely covered with nickel be employed, it will pos-
sibly pass through two or three men, and gradually "setting
up," inflict great injuries on a fourth.
An admiral in command of a fleet would not hesitate to

"ram " a battleship or blow her up with a torpedo, destroy-
ing perhaps 8oo men in the operation, and would gain renown
for the action; but if our War Office uses a projectile calcu-
lated to " stop " individuals, it is condemned as " inhumane"7!

It is perhaps a question for European arbitration, but as
matters stand it is absurd to blame us for using an efficient
weapon.-I am, etc., J. B. HAMILTON,
May 29th. Surgeon-Major-General.

SIR,-Referring to Surgeon-Colonel Stevenson's letter of
May 30th, the Dum-dum bullet was certainly the matter in
question, whether it was actually experimented with by
v. Bruns or not. And in conversation with many surgeons
afterwards this bullet was referred to by them. What v. Bruns
meant by his remarks to me was plainly that in commenting
upon the effects of a missile used by a foreign Government
he hoped he had not expressed himself in any way as reflect-
ing upon those who employed it, his design being to demon-
strate its effects and to suggest its exclusion from European
warfare. And, as I said before, 1 thought his demonstration
was admirable both in substance and good taste, as might
have been expected from him.-I am, etc.,

ARTHUR E. BARKERE
Professor of the Principles and Practice of Surgery,

Harley Street, W., June 7th. University College.


